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government and the States, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government, as specified in 
Executive Order 13132, because it 
merely acts on a state rule implementing 
a federal standard, and does not alter 
the relationship or the distribution of 
power and responsibilities established 
in the Clean Air Act. Thus, the 
requirements of section 6 of the 
Executive Order do not apply to this 
proposed rule. 

E. Executive Order 13175 
Executive Order 13175, entitled 

‘‘Consultation and Coordination with 
Indian Tribal Governments’’ (65 FR 
67249, November 6, 2000), requires EPA 
to develop an accountable process to 
ensure ‘‘meaningful and timely input by 
tribal officials in the development of 
regulatory policies that have tribal 
implications.’’ ‘‘Policies that have tribal 
implications’’ is defined in the 
Executive Order to include regulations 
that have ‘‘substantial direct effects on 
one or more Indian tribes, on the 
relationship between the Federal 
government and the Indian tribes, or on 
the distribution of power and 
responsibilities between the Federal 
government and Indian tribes.’’ 

This proposed rule does not have 
tribal implications. It will not have 
substantial direct effects on tribal 
governments, on the relationship 
between the Federal government and 
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities between the 
Federal government and Indian tribes, 
as specified in Executive Order 13175. 
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not 
apply to this rule. In the spirit of 
Executive Order 13175, and consistent 
with EPA policy to promote 
communications between EPA and 
tribal governments, EPA specifically 
solicits additional comment on this 
proposed rule from tribal officials.

F. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) 

generally requires an agency to conduct 
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any 
rule subject to notice and comment 
rulemaking requirements unless the 
agency certifies that the rule will not 
have a significant economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities. 
Small entities include small businesses, 
small not-for-profit enterprises, and 
small governmental jurisdictions. 

This proposed rule will not have a 
significant impact on a substantial 
number of small entities because SIP 
approvals under section 110 and Title I, 
part D of the Clean Air Act do not create 
any new requirements but simply act on 

requirements that the State is already 
imposing. Therefore, because the 
Federal SIP approval does not create 
any new requirements, I certify that this 
action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

EPA’s proposed disapproval of the 
state request under section 110 and Title 
I, part D of the Clean Air Act does not 
affect any existing requirements 
applicable to small entities. Any pre-
existing federal requirements remain in 
place after this disapproval. Federal 
disapproval of the state submittal does 
not affect state enforceability. Moreover, 
EPA’s disapproval of the submittal does 
not impose any new Federal 
requirements. Therefore, I certify that 
this action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

Moreover, due to the nature of the 
Federal-State relationship under the 
Clean Air Act, preparation of flexibility 
analysis would constitute Federal 
inquiry into the economic 
reasonableness of state action. The 
Clean Air Act forbids EPA to base its 
actions concerning SIPs on such 
grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA, 
427 U.S. 246, 255–66 (1976); 42 U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2). 

G. Unfunded Mandates 

Under section 202 of the Unfunded 
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed 
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must 
prepare a budgetary impact statement to 
accompany any proposed or final rule 
that includes a Federal mandate that 
may result in estimated costs to State, 
local, or tribal governments in the 
aggregate; or to the private sector, of 
$100 million or more. Under section 
205, EPA must select the most cost-
effective and least burdensome 
alternative that achieves the objectives 
of the rule and is consistent with 
statutory requirements. Section 203 
requires EPA to establish a plan for 
informing and advising any small 
governments that may be significantly 
or uniquely impacted by the rule. 

EPA has determined that the 
proposed action does not include a 
Federal mandate that may result in 
estimated costs of $100 million or more 
to either State, local, or tribal 
governments in the aggregate, or to the 
private sector. This proposed Federal 
action acts on pre-existing requirements 
under State or local law, and imposes 
no new requirements. Accordingly, no 
additional costs to State, local, or tribal 
governments, or to the private sector, 
result from this action. 

H. National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act 

Section 12 of the National Technology 
Transfer and Advancement Act 
(NTTAA) of 1995 requires Federal 
agencies to evaluate existing technical 
standards when developing a new 
regulation. To comply with NTTAA, 
EPA must consider and use ‘‘voluntary 
consensus standards’’ (VCS) if available 
and applicable when developing 
programs and policies unless doing so 
would be inconsistent with applicable 
law or otherwise impractical. 

EPA believes that VCS are 
inapplicable to today’s proposed action 
because it does not require the public to 
perform activities conducive to the use 
of VCS.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 
Environmental protection, Air 

pollution control, Intergovernmental 
relations, Ozone, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Volatile 
organic compound.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: September 3, 2002. 
Wayne Nastri, 
Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 02–23987 Filed 9–19–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[UT–001–0045b, UT–001–0046b; FRL–7378–
1] 

Determination of Attainment for the 
Carbon Monoxide National Ambient Air 
Quality Standard for Metropolitan 
Provo; State of Utah, and Approval of 
Revisions to the Oxygenated Gasoline 
Program

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule would 
make a determination of attainment for 
the carbon monoxide (CO) National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) 
for the metropolitan Provo CO 
nonattainment area (hereafter Provo 
area) which was classified as 
‘‘moderate’’. The Provo area was 
required by the Clean Air Act 
Amendments of 1990 to attain the CO 
NAAQS by December 31, 1995. This 
determination would be based on 
complete, quality assured ambient air 
quality monitoring data for the years 
1994 and 1995. In addition, on 
September 27, 2001, the Governor 
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submitted revisions to Utah’s rule 
R307–301 ‘‘Utah and Weber Counties: 
Oxygenated Gasoline Program’’. EPA is 
also proposing approval of the revisions 
to rule R307–301. 

In the Final Rules Section of this 
Federal Register, EPA is approving the 
determination of attainment for the CO 
NAAQS for the Provo CO nonattainment 
area and the revisions to R307–301 as a 
direct final rule without prior proposal 
because the Agency views this action as 
noncontroversial and anticipates no 
adverse comments. A detailed rationale 
for the approval is set forth in the direct 
final rule. If no adverse comments are 
received in response to this proposed 
rule, no further activity is contemplated 
in relation to this rule. If EPA receives 
adverse comments, the direct final rule 
will be withdrawn and all public 
comments received will be addressed in 
a subsequent final rule based on this 
proposed rule. EPA will not institute a 
second comment period on this action. 
Any parties interested in commenting 
on this action should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments on this proposed rule 
must be received in writing by October 
21, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be 
mailed to: Richard R. Long, Director, Air 
and Radiation Program, Mailcode 8P–
AR, United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region VIII, 999 
18th Street, Suite 300, Denver, Colorado 
80202–2466. 

Copies of the documents relevant to 
this action are available for public 
inspection between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday at the following 
office: United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region VIII, Air 
Program, 999 18th Street, Suite 300, 
Denver, Colorado 80202–2466.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim 
Russ, Air and Radiation Program, 
Mailcode 8P–AR, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region VIII, 999 18th Street, Suite 300, 
Denver, Colorado 80202–2466, 
Telephone number (303) 312–6479.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the 
information provided in the Direct Final 
action of the same title which is located 
in the Rules Section of this Federal 
Register.

Dated: September 6, 2002. 

Robert E. Roberts, 
Regional Administrator, Region VIII.
[FR Doc. 02–23817 Filed 9–19–02; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 721

[OPPT–2002–0031; FRL–7187–1] 

RIN 2070–AB27

Proposed Revocation of Significant 
New Uses of Certain Chemical 
Substances

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to revoke 
significant new use rules (SNURs) for 
four substances promulgated under 
section 5(a)(2) of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA) based on new data. 
Based on the new data the Agency no 
longer finds that activities not described 
in the corresponding TSCA section 5(e) 
consent orders or premanufacture 
notices (PMN) for these chemical 
substances may result in significant 
changes in human or environmental 
exposure.

DATES: Comments, identified by docket 
ID number OPPT–2002–0031, must be 
received on or before October 21, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be 
submitted by mail, electronically, or in 
person. Please follow the detailed 
instructions for each method as 
provided in Unit I.C. of the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. To ensure 
proper receipt by EPA, it is imperative 
that you identify docket ID number 
OPPT–2002–0031 in the subject line on 
the first page of your response.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
general information contact: Barbara 
Cunningham, Acting Director, 
Environmental Assistance Division 
(7408M), Office of Pollution Prevention 
and Toxics, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 
Washington, DC 20460; telephone 
number: (202) 554–1404; e-mail address: 
TSCA-Hotline@epa.gov. 

For technical information contact: 
James Alwood, Chemical Control 
Division, Office of Pollution Prevention 
and Toxics (7405M), Environmental 
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania 
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460; 
telephone number: (202) 564–8974; e-
mail address: alwood.jim@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. General Information 

A. Does this Action Apply to Me? 

You may be potentially affected by 
this action if you manufacture, import, 
process, or use the chemical substances 
contained in this proposed revocation. 

Potentially affected categories and 
entities may include, but are not limited 
to:

Categories NAICS 
codes 

Examples of 
potentially af-
fected entities 

Chemical man-
ufacturers  

325 Manufacturers, 
importers, 
processors, 
and users of 
chemicals 

Petroleum and 
coal product 
industries  

324 Manufacturers, 
importers, 
processors, 
and users of 
chemicals 

This listing is not intended to be 
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide 
for readers regarding entities likely to be 
affected by this action. Other types of 
entities not listed in the table in this 
unit could also be affected. The North 
American Industrial Classification 
System (NAICS) codes have been 
provided to assist you and others in 
determining whether or not this action 
applies to certain entities. To determine 
whether you or your business is affected 
by this action, you should carefully 
examine the applicability provisions in 
title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) at 40 CFR 721.5. If 
you have any questions regarding the 
applicability of this action to a 
particular entity, consult the technical 
person listed under FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT. 

B. How Can I Get Additional 
Information, Including Copies of this 
Document or Other Related Documents? 

1. Electronically. You may obtain 
electronic copies of this document, and 
certain other related documents that 
might be available electronically, from 
the EPA Internet Home Page at http://
www.epa.gov/. To access this document, 
on the Home Page select ‘‘Laws and 
Regulations,’’ ‘‘Regulations and 
Proposed Rules,’’ and then look up the 
entry for this document under the 
‘‘Federal Register—Environmental 
Documents.’’ You can also go directly to 
the Federal Register listings at http://
www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/. A frequently 
updated electronic version of 40 CFR 
part 721 is available at http://
www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/
cfrhtml_00/Title_40/40cfr721_00.html, a 
beta site currently under development. 

2. In person. The Agency has 
established an official record for this 
action under docket ID number OPPT–
2002–0031. The official record consists 
of the documents specifically referenced 
in this action, any public comments 
received during an applicable comment 
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